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Herbart interprets it as "the capacity of reflection1*1.
Schopenhauer says of the reason, that it has only one
function, namely "the shaping of the idea; and from this
unique function all those above-mentioned manifestations,
which distinguish the life of man from that of the animal,
are very easily and completely explained, and in the
application or non-application of that function, positively
everything is meant which men in all places and of all times
have called reasonable or unreasonable "2. The " above-
mentioned manifestations" refer to certain properties of
reason, instanced by Schopenhauer by way of example,
namely " the command of affects and passions, the capacity
for drawing conclusions and constructing general principles,
. . . the concerted action of several individuals ... civiliza-
tion, the state; also science and the preservation of
previous experience, etc." If reason, as Schopenhauer
asserts, has the function of forming ideas, it must also
possess the character of that psychic attitude which is
fitted to shape ideas through the activity of thought. It is
entirely in this sense of an attitude that Jerusalem 3 also
conceives the reason, namely as a disposition of the will
which enables us, in our decisions, to make use of our
reason and control our passions.
Reason, therefore, is the capacity to be reasonable, a
definite attitude which enables thought, feeling, and action
to correspond with objective values. From the standpoint
of empiricism this " objective " value is the yield of experi-
ence, but from the ideological standpoint it is the result
of a positive act of valuation on the part of the reason,
which in the Kantian sense would be a " faculty of judg-
ment and action in accordance with basic principles".
For, with Kant, the reason is the source of the idea^ which
i
3 Herbart, Psychologie als Wissensckaft, sect. 117.
 2	Schopenhauer, The World as Will and Idea, vol. i, par. 8.
 3	Jerusalem, Lehrbuck der Psychologie, p. 195.

